I.
Introduction:
Education is recognized as an indispensable powerful instrument for the socio-economic, political, scientific and technological transformation of nations. It is a precursor for change and innovations and it provides the individual with the necessary ideas, values, attributes, attitudes, behaviour, knowledge and skills that enable him or her to live as a useful, efficient and effective member of his/her society.
Formal education, in most cases is classified into primary or basic, secondary and tertiary education. Secondary education is that which children receive after primary education and transit to the tertiary stage. It therefore occupies a central position in all nations" educational system (National policy Education (NPE), 4 th Edition 2004). It equips youth with certain fundamental skills for employment and as a basis for proceeding to tertiary institutions of learning depending on ability, interest and capacity.
In recent times, there have been indications that secondary schools have experienced and continue to experience an increase in students" inter-school mobility, a practice wherein students change schools, leave one school for another other than when they are promoted from one school level, such as when students are promoted from primary school to Junior secondary school (JSS) or JSS to senior secondary (SSS). This phenomenon is quite different from what is referred to as inter school transfer. In the latter, the "moving student was accepted when the receiving school is satisfied not only with the academic performance of the student who is moving" but also gets a good transfer certificate from the Head teacher of the student"s previous school. But in the former, that is inter-school mobility, such movements from one school to another do not require these essential transfer reports. Mobile students can change in between school years, such as during the term, or during the school year (http// educstate university.com, 2013).
Student mobility is a worldwide phenomenon because people must move. In Nigeria, there are no recognized statutory rules or regulations or policies per say to guide the process of inter-school mobility in the educational system. From observations, this phenomenon has been given much encouragement because the criteria for transfer and acceptance into schools are locally determined by each school head since all post primary schools, whether public or private, are to a large extent similar in structure and curriculum offering.
Statement of problem
Inter-school mobility appears to be a recent phenomenon in Nigeria, becoming more evident in the late 1980"s and early 1990"s. Prior to this period, the country had inter-school transfer and movement was generally limited to a specific period of time and stage of study. Inter-school mobility on the other hand, is characterized by indiscriminate movement of students from one school to another at the same level and even at a higher level not qualified for. Outside Nigeria, there has been a number of separate studies on inter-school mobility (Bilquees & Saqib, 2004 Rumberger (2003) . These authors used several terms to refer to the same phenomenon -"minority movement," minority enrollment","geographic mobility," "academic mobility", switching schools," student mobility, inter-school movement etc.
The school is an open system. It requires certain inputs as well as checks and balances to carry out curriculum activities so as to achieve the desired goals and objectives. The school system in Nigeria entertains a lot of movement of students, a situation which principals, teachers and parents appear to have taken for granted as the phenomenon takes place through out the school session. The situation seems not to have attracted much attention on the part of educational authorities and so not much studies have been conducted to determine the impact of this phenomenon on secondary school administration in the thirty six states of the country. One of such early studies in Nigeria is that conducted by Ofuegbu (1996) as part of her doctoral thesis in the University of Benin, Benin-City, Edo State. It is against this backdrop that this study is being conducted raising similar research questions but using a different State in Nigeria. Ofuegbu study was carried out in Edo State more than a decade and half ago.
Purpose of the study:
The purpose of the study therefore, was to determine the rate, trend and factors responsible for students" mobility and the problems associated with such phenomenon in the administration of secondary schools in Delta state.
Research Questions
Specifically, four research questions were raised to guide the study as follows; 1.
What is the rate of students" inter-school mobility, and by location, in the state? 2.
What is the trend of this phenomenon? 3.
What factors contributed to this phenomenon? 4.
What are the consequences of students" mobility on the administrative tasks of heads of secondary schools in the state?
II. Methodology
The study adopted the ex-post-facto research design because both independent variables (factors causing student mobility) and the dependent variable (the impact on administrative tasks) had already occurred and the researcher is only looking backwards to determine if the independent variables had influence on the dependent variable (school administration).
The population of the study was 1113, comprising 371 principals and 742 vice-principals in Delta State public post primary schools distributed across in the three senatorial districts of the state. The sample size of 133 principals and 266 vice-principals was selected based on stratified random sampling technique.
A research instrument titled "Students" inter-School mobility and School Administration Questionnaire" (SISMASAQ) was developed, validated and tested for test-retest reliability and used to collect data for the study. The reliability coefficient for the dimensions of school mobility was 0.83 and that of administrative problems was 0.89. The Cronback alpha scale for interval consistency of the items was 0.74.
The three hundred and ninety-nine (399) questionnaires were personally administered, with the aid of a trained assistant, on the respondents in 133 randomly selected secondary schools located in the three senatorial districts of the state over a two months duration. Simple descriptive statistics were used to analyze the data.
III. Results and Discussion
The results obtained have been presented according to the research questions raised to guide the study.
Research Question 1:
The rate of student"s inter-school mobility, and by location. In order to answer the research question, the data was analyzed using percentage. The result of the analysis is presented in Table 1 . The students" mobility was further analyzed according to year and location of school (rural and urban). The number of secondary school students that were involved in inter-school mobility from the sampled schools according to location over the period of study as well as movement rates were calculated and presented in Table  2 . Table 2 showed the relative rate of students" mobility among secondary school students in urban and rural areas. The data indicated that the over-all enrollment figure for urban areas was 307,661 while that for rural areas was 138,328. The data further indicated that the total student movement recorded for urban schools was 18,397 while the total student movement for rural areas was 10,098. The calculated overall movement rate for urban areas was 6%, while that for rural areas was 7.30%. The result also showed that the rate of inter-school movement was consistently higher in rural than urban areas except for the 2006/2007 session. This was evident when the relative rates of students" movement in urban and rural areas were compared for each of the sessions as shown in Table 3 . Research Question II What is the trend of students" Inter-School Mobility? To find out the trend of movement, the mobility figures were subjected to statistical analysis using the percentage score. The result of the analysis is presented in Table 4 . .02% The observed analysis seems to indicate a fairly steady trend in students" inter-school mobility in the state"s secondary schools during the period under study.
Research Question III
What factors contributed to Students" inter-school Mobility? Analysis of the data has been presented in Table 5 and arranged in descending order of magnitude.
An inspection of Table 5 shows that examination malpractice is the most dominant of the sixteen reasons why students moved to a particular school. This is not surprising because examination malpractice has become an incurable cancer; call it HIV/AIDS, in Nigeria"s educational system. It is wide spread at all levels of education in Nigeria. Factors such as conducive environment in the school being moved into and inadequate infrastructural facilities in the previous institution, come second place. The least factor was the availability of facilities for core-curricular activities such as sports, music e.t.c.
Research question IV
What are the consequences of students" mobility on the administration of secondary schools? To answer this research question, sixteen administrative tasks of school heads were identified. The responses were analyzed for the various tasks and the mean scores were arranged in descending order. A four points Likert type scale was used. The highest weighed mean score was "4" and the lowest mean score was "1". The midpoint (2.50) was considered as the critical point for determining the acceptance of the item as affecting administrative task. All items with a mean score above 2.50 were considered to have had impact on the administrative tasks under consideration. Table 6 shows the results of the analysis; that inter-school mobility brings about under-population of some schools and over-population of others. It also brought about difficulty in administering continuous assessment, monitoring of students" academic performance, and problems in schools record keeping. It was found that inter-school mobility had no impact on the actual teaching time in a school. 
IV. Discussion of Findings
For the purpose of clarity, the results have been discussed in line with the research questions. The analysis of data indicated the calculated students" inter-school mobility to be 6.54%. This is considered low, when compared with the finding of Ofoegbu (1996) with a rate of 9.78% and to the study by White and Thomas (1991) who reported 20% or more rate of inter-school movement and was considered as high. The analysis also showed that enrolment increased during the years under study while inter-school mobility figures were surprisingly fairly steady.
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One would have expected that an increase in students" enrolment would have translated into more movement but this was not the case. A possible explanation for this finding could be attributed to the fact that Delta State Secondary Schools, irrespective of type and location, are to a great extent similar in their structure and curriculum offerings.
The result of this study also suggested a fairly steady trend in students" mobility in the state. This is contrary to the researcher"s expectation that the result will support the assumption that students" inter-school movement is on the increase. It is also not in consonance with the findings of some studies conducted outside the country, Nigeria, particularly in the United States of America. For example, the findings from the studies by Palmer (1991) and Lee and Burkam (1992) indicated an increased trend. The fairly steady trend of students" inter-school movement in Delta State, though an astonishing finding, was not surprising. The result seem to reflect the progressive fall in the country"s battered economy and increase in violence, a situation which discouraged parents from encouraging their wards to change schools, or move from one city to another.
Amongst the factors identified as encouraging inter-school mobility were; the desire to indulge in examination malpractice in order to excel both in internal and external examinations, conducive learning environment, availability of infrastructure for teaching, learning and vocational facilities and good teaching staff. While Ofoegbu (1996) found lack of science and technology facilities as the most contributory factor that influenced students" mobility and Crespar (1996) attributed such movement to students "dissatisfaction with their current school or the possibilities of greater satisfaction in another school, this finding showed that the number one motivation for such mobility was the desire to engage in examination malpractice. The analysis of data on the implications of students" mobility revealed that the act has significant impact on school administrative tasks. When presented in descending order, the researchers observed that all except two of the problem items advanced for the study were significant, since most of the scores were above the indexed mean score of 2.50. These findings of negative consequeses of student mobility corroborated those by Eric Cleaning House (1991), Newman (1988) , CRESPAR (1996), Smither & Clarke (2008) , Schwaitz et al (2007) and Education Week (2004) . These authors, amongst others, found problems associated with students" interschool mobility to include the following; enormous stress on school in making staffing and calendar decisions, making meaningless attempts to monitor school performance because student population tested one year has largely changed by the next (Newman, 1988 , Sewell, 1982 . Furthermore, the phenomenon tends to increase review of materials which slows the curricular pace and decreases the opportunity to learn for all students and that the behavioural problems of mobile students also impact on the attitudes of non-mobile students and those of their teachers (CRESPAR, 1996) . Other consequeses of student mobility included greater risk for dropping out; socio-psychological problems of becoming acquainted with new rules and regulations in their new school (Rumberger, 2003 , Smither & Clarke, 2008 , lower students achievement levels due to discontinuity of curriculum between schools and difficulty of developing new relationships (Education Week, 2004) . The finding of the study also showed that there was an increase in the rate of indiscipline in schools as a result of students" inter-school movement. This is in line with the finding by Cherry (1991). In discussing educational administration in relation to student"s mobility, the author argued that movement increases the number of administrative problems such as riots and students needing attention; some children become withdrawn and silent while others become withdrawn and aggressive. Furthermore, the analysis also revealed that students" inter-school mobility affected the morale of teachers. This finding agrees with the study conducted by Lash and KirkPatrick (1994), who reported that, teachers morale suffers when lessons are limited to basic skills. Finally, the analysis showed that students" mobility may not have a significant influence on the assignment or responsibilities to staff and actual teaching time in a school.
The location of a school was found to influence significantly the rate at which students moved from one school to another. From this study, students" inter-school mobility occurred in both rural and urban schools though the urban schools recorded a lower overall mean rate of 6.00% while the rural schools recorded a higher overall rate of 7.30%. One of the likely reasons for lower rate of students" mobility in the urban secondary schools than in the rural secondary schools in Delta State, could be attributed to rural-urban drift of parents and students" preference for schools with basic amenities which are absent in most rural settings. This finding is in consonance with those found in the study conducted by Onokarhoraye (1977) , who indicated that a number of schools located in urban areas enjoy facilities such as good science laboratory, electricity, pipe borne water, good roads, good transport system and postal services. Frank and Hartman (2003) , also reported that students" inter-school mobility increases the problem of record keeping and students cumulative files. , also found that records are often withheld pending payment of students" fees. Therefore, schools with high mobility rate are at serious administrative disadvantage.
V. Summary And Conclusion
The study revealed that several factors were responsible for students inter-school mobility in Delta State of Nigeria and the movement is more from rural to urban schools and that this phenomenon impacted negatively on schools and the several administrative tasks performed by school heads. In the light of these negative impacts, it has been recommended that effective strategies should be formulated and effectively implemented to reduce incidents of students" inter-school movement. These proactive policies and rules would go a long way to guiding parents and students in the latter"s movement from one school to another at the same level or at a higher level. For example, there should be a policy that movement into a school is at the beginning of a session. Furthermore, schools should have guidance-counselors who should organize orientation for newly admitted mobile students and teachers should also be provided professional renewal opportunities to enable them acquire skills that would help them to cope with the challenges posed by the in-take of mobile students into their classrooms and/or schools.
